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phatically that the economic structure of society was one of the root causes  of   our
poverty.   Its resolution ran thus :
aln the opinion of this Committee, the great poverty and misery of the Indian
people are due not only to the foreign exploitation of India but also to the economic
structure of society, which the alien rulers support so that their exploitation may
continue. In order therefore to remove this poverty and misery and to ameliorate
the condition of the Indian masses, it is essential to make revolutionary changes
in the present economic and social structure of society and to remove the gross
in-equalities."
Revolutionary changes ! I ventured to use these words not so long ago in Luck-
now city and some people thought that they were new on a Congress platform. Few
Socialists could improve on this general declaration of policy and outlook. Yet it
would be absurd to say that the Congress had gone socialist. It was "becoming
more and more concerned with the poverty and misery of the Indian people and the
realisation was growing that mere political changes were not enough, something
more necessary. That something more was a change in the present economic and
social structure, a revolutionary change. "What this change was going to be, it did
not state ; it was naturally, under the circumstances, vague and undecided about
it*
Civil disobedience came, a political movement for a political objective. Again we
saw a conflict of interests coming to the foreground ; the big vested interests fearing
a far-reaching political change opposed the movement and supported the British
Government. In some areas like the United Provinces, the conflict to interests was
more marked because of the agrarian upheaval.
At Karachi the drive towards an economic reorientation became more marked.
The Congress hesitated to go far but it could not hold back. Again it declared that
lin order to end the exploitation of the masses political freedom must include real
economic freedom of the starving millions.7 It talked in terms of a living wage and
it declared that the State shall own or control key industries and services, mineral
resources, railways, waterways, shipping and other means of public transport. A
socialist proposal, yet it was still far from socialism.
Thus has Congress been driven by force of events and that pressure of reality to
face the economic issue. With all its passion for political freedom it could not
isolate it from economic freedom. The two were inseparably bound up together. We
have tried to keep them apart and to concentrate on political freedom, but economic
problems would insist on barging in. We would shut our eyes to the conflicts of
interests and yet, even on the political plane, ^ these conflicts became ever more
apparent The Round Table Conference provided a revealing display of vested
interests lining up behind British imperialism and opposing the forces that were
working for Indian freedom.
Memories are short and many people forget this recent history of the Congress
and of India, Socialism or a change of the economic structure of society are not new
ideas unheared of previously in the Congress *, nor is the conflict of interests a
novel conception. And yet*it is perfectly true that the Congress is not socialistic
to-day. But whether it is socialistic or not , it ceased many years ago to be an
organisation thinking in political terms only and ignoring economic issues. As I
write, one of its principal activities is to enquire into peasant grievances and draw
up an agrarian programme. It must face this and other urgent economic problems.
And in doing so, wherever conflicts of interests appear, as they are always appearing,
all intererts that clash with those of the masses will have to be sacrificed.
It is clear that we must concentrate on the political issue the independence of
I&dia, That is of fundamental and primary importance for us and any activity or
fdetaJogy which blurs that issue is undesirable and not to be encouraged. Cn that I
fe&e- it t&ea-e is agreement amongst Congressmen of all ranks Why then, this talk
of SoeraSsm?
As I Tmderstand it, it is not because any socialist imagines that socialism can
Mve any pla<se in India before political freedom has been established. It can only^ follow
fMepenoanos if India is ripe for it and the great majority of the people desire it.
Bat the fcodalstic outlook helps in the political struggle. It clears the issues before
its aad makes us realise what the real political content (apart from the social content)
of freedom must be. Independence itself has been variously interpreted, but for a
Soclalis^it has &nry one meaning and that meaning excludes all association with
riaHsia. Therefore- stress is laid on the anti-imperialist character of pur pofir
struggle aad this gives us a yard measure to judge our various activities.